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Connecticut Recyclers Coalition to Partner with NIKE 
e to Collect Old Sneakers for Recycling 





The Connecticut Recyclers Coalition is one of 25 organizations selected 
nationwide to participate in the NIKE "Reuse-a-Shoe" program. We will 
be collecting old athletic shoes (any brand) for recycling. The collected shoes 
must then be brought to one of the following collection points no later than May 31, 
2003. All of the shoes will be consolidated at one location and then picked up by the 
NIKE corporation. These old athletic shoes will then be recycled into a material called 
"NIKE Grind". This material is made into a variety of athletic surfaces including 
basketball courts, tracks and playground surfaces. For more information about NIKE 
Grind, visit the NIKE website at www.nike.com. We are committed to collecting 5,500 
pairs of shoes in Connecticut alone and over 125,000 pairs nationwide. Help us reach our 
goal! 


The rules are simple: Athletic shoes only, and you must be able to transport your 
collected shoes to one of the following collection points by May 30, 2003. Shoes must be 
kept dry at every step in the process. The following individuals/groups are either holding 
events or serving as drop off points. Call the location nearest you for more information: 


OBEX, 737 Canal Street, Stamford, Celeste Johnson- (203) 975-9094. 
Granby DPW, 52 North Granby Road, Granby, Sally Crapser- (860) 653-8960 
Town of Stonington, John Phetteplace- (860) 535-5099 
City of Groton, Stacey Ohlman-Leitch - (860) 448-4083 
Yale University Recycling, New Haven, C.J. May- (203) 432-6852 
Town of Middletown, Middletown, Kim O'Rourke- (860) 344-3526 
Town of Mansfield, Mansfield, Ginny Walton- (860) 429-3333 
sy Additional collection points may be added, call the number below for more 
N information. 


If you have any general questions about the program, please contact 
Evelyn Golden, Signature Marketing, at (860) 658-7172. Please let us 
know if you will be holding a collection program so that we can keep a complete listing 
of all program participants. 





We've Got A Winner! 


For the first time in the six-year history of the America Recycles Day 
event, Connecticut has a national prize-winner! Madison Clark, from 
Granby, won one of the Trek bikes. Other national winners were from 
South Carolina, Kansas and Illinois. Congratulations Madison! 





FY2001 Reported MSW Recycling/Source Reduction Rate Was 24.6% 


CT MSW recycling figures reported by municipalities for FY2001 
' indicated that CT’s reported “recycling/source-reduction” rate was 
approximately 24.6% in FY2001 — just a bit above the FY2000 rate of 
24.3%. Although a significant increase in the recycling rate would 





have been preferable — it was heartening that the slight recycling rate decrease seen 
between FY1999 and FY2000 did not continue into FY2001. As has been the case for 
years, the municipally “reported” recycling/source reduction rate belies or underestimates 
the actual recycling’ rate. 


Table 1 - FY2001 vs FY2000 Reported MSW Data 
































MSW REPORTED RECYCLED MSW REPORTED DISPOSED 
Tons PPY* %MSW Tons PPY* 
Recycled 
FY2000 741,076 435 24.3% 2,491,465 1463 
FY2001 779,764 458 24.6% 2,572,064 1509 
FY2000-FY2001 [RRA STeree Ke 5.1% increase 1.2% increase 3.2% increase 3.1% increase 











% Change 











*PPY=Pounds/Person/Year 


Table 2 - FY2001 MSW RECYCLING RATES* FOR SPECIFIC MATERIAL TYPES 


MATERIAL REPORTED RECYCLED | FY2001 (TONS) | FY2001 (PPY”) 
Auto Maintenance Materials | 2,935] 1.72 
“Containers (Metal,Glass, Plastic) 72,466 42.511 


OtherRecyclables——SSC=dC“‘CSC#C#@RA@i*éCO#*‘«Ui 
Paper SSSCS~*~dC*C~*~« OO ZNT|_—~C« 
Scrap Metal (notincluding cans) | ____68,562|—«38.46 
Textiles (Clothing, Carpets, etc) | ______586|____—0.34 


“Not corrected for residue, does not include additional material included in totals on Table 1 
>PPY=Pounds/Person/Y ear 

“ Material reported as “bottles/cans/paper” was assigned to the paper and container categories based on data from 
relevant recycling facilities 





5 YEAR Recycling Trends For Specific Material Types 


Bottles and Cans - FY2001 saw a leveling off of bottles and cans reported recycled as 
opposed to the decreasing tonnages reported recycled over the last 5 years. 
=> Although FY2001 tonnages increased over FY2000 figures — they still 
were not as high as they were in previous years. Possible explanations, as 
discussed last year, include the replacement of glass by lighter materials 
such as plastic (in 1980 glass packaging was 9.2% of MSW generation, 
declining to 4.8% in 1999) and possible low recycling collection rates for some food and 
beverage containers generated in the “away from home” market. 








Organics - Organics recycling/composting appears to have been relatively stable over 
the last five years A significant potential exists to increase organics recycling 
by promoting and supporting the composting of source separated organic 
materials (SSOM) from commercial and institutional generators. 





Scrap Metal - The amount of scrap metal reported recycled seems to indicate a slight 
= increasing trend. However the tonnages of scrap metal reported to DEP are 
mostly residential and represent only a small percentage of the scrap metal 
actually recycled in Connecticut. We do not get the information needed to 
identify trends for commercial scrap metal recycling in CT. 





Paper- Reported paper recycling tonnages over the last five years indicate a slightly 
increasing trend. 


Connecticut has come a long way in realizing a successful recycling program — but we 
can, and need, to do better. Stay tuned to future issues of the Garbage Gazette for ideas 
about further decreasing our generation of solid waste. 





'There is actually more recycling going on than is evidenced by the reported numbers - i.e. we are not 
getting numbers on material recycled through the bottle bill infrastructure, commercially recycled scrap 
metal, commercially recycled waste oil, storage batteries returned and recycled through the CT battery 
deposit system, commercial material recycled directly to mills or through central warehouses and 
distribution centers, etc. So our actual recycling/source reduction rate is probably closer to 29% than 
24.5%. This higher rate does not result in a decrease in the needed disposal capacity since 
these waste materials have not historically been counted as waste generated or in need of 
disposal. This figure simply more accurately reflects an overall recycling rate. 


